6/3/76 


Tom Susman, counsel 
Administrative Practises Subcommittee 
U.S. Senate 
Washington, D.C. 

Bear Tom, 

For whatever ay opinion is worth, we turned Pratt and the FBI around in the 
appeals court today. I expect a remand, possibly ,.ith some directives. On JFK Spectmo/NAA. 

You may not recall that I wrote you about r ratt and "substantial compliance." 
opottswood Robison today said, "I don't know what that means." 

To the best of my knowledge we have forced the resignation at ages younger than 
mono _ of every key FBI agent involved in the JFK investigation in the scientific areas. 

I tnink we will be able to depose them all if we can swing it after the remand. 

. .-*■ do n °t_know how much of this Larry Ellsworth caught, was not there at the 

beginning. But uim Lesar, of course, was, if you want lawyers* opinions. 

My non-lawyer's belief is that the vigor and definitiveness of the record we 
made has to now prevented the rewriting of the law in court. At the least. 

With Robinson on the panel w ssi Wilkey and Jamison of Montana, who didn't 
say a word. I think you’ll recall that Robinson and Wilkey/were against us in~the 
original case. 

. If those you know did not inform you, a week after .-the GSA- family contract 
m sxcce& the FBI Gn se van published Warren Gteaission critics. It was through 
Marvin Batson, and LBJ suspscted that there was a federal agency involved in a 
conspiracy. 

Never having been to law school, I don't know if theyoteach about consistency 
and the hobgoblins of great minds. 


Best, 


%rold Weisberg 



